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For: 
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OPTICAL RECORDING MEDIUMIONl»A^°®^|[ hSdLoTrECORDW(| R 
!Uo 0 bbl M e A s,gna S l. R an C d^Sawtus and method of reproducing the 
WOBBLE SIGNAL RPPFIVF 


ppcpnMSF TO RESTRICTIO NREmiiREMENI MAY £ 7 2004 

Technology Center 2600 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 


Sir: 


This is responsive .o Ihe Office Aden mailed April 23. 2004, having a shohened period 
for response set to expire on May 23. 2004. the following remarks are provided 
2004, fell on a Sunday, this response, filed Monday, May 24, 2004, ,s timely • 


PmxfiQinnal Election oj CjaimsPu^^ 

. 11.14 33 and 36-42, in addition to 

Applicants provisionally elect Group a, claims 5-8,11-14, 33, ana , 

PP i 'me i 4 in resDonse to the preliminary restriction 

the Examiner identified generic claims 1 -4, in respons 

requirement set forth in the Office Action. 


H. Applicants Travers eJhe_Regujrement 

insofar as Group b is concerned, it is believed that claims 9,10,15,16, and * are 

. . , . 5 8 11 14 33 and 36-42 that they should remain in the same 

closely related to elected claims 5-8,11-14, anu 
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application. The elected claims 5-8, 11-14, 33, and 36-42 are directed to an apparatus 
recording a wobble signal, a method of recording a wobble signal and an apparatus recording a 
wobble signal having header information and reproducing the header information. The 
apparatus of claim 5 comprises, “a wobble signal generator generating a single-frequency 
wobble signal having header information which is edge-modulated based on first and second 
carrier signals having a same frequency and different edge waveforms.” The apparatus of 
claim 9 recites a wobble signal similar to that of claim 5 as well as the additional feature of a 
second header information that is phase modulated. Similarly, claim 11 of group a and claim 15 
of group b differ in that the method of claim 15 additionally recites a second header information 
which is phase modulated. The Applicants submit that the additional features of the group b 
claims are not sufficient to evoke a restriction requirement and that evaluation of both sets of 
claims would not provide an undue burden upon the Examiner at this time in comparison with 
the additional expense and delay to Applicants in having to protect the additional subject matter 
recited by the Group b claims by filing a divisional application. Furthermore, there have been 
no references cited to show any necessity for requiring restriction. 

MPEP §803 sets forth the criteria for restriction between patentably distinct inventions. 
(A) indicates that the inventions must be independent (see MPEP §802.01, §806.04, §808.01) 
or distinct as claimed (see MPEP §806.05-806.05(0); and (B) indicates that there must be a 
serious burden on the Examiner if restriction is required (see MPEP §803.02, §806.04(a)- 
§806.04(i), §808.01 (a) and §808.02). The Examiner has not set forth why there would be a 

serious burden if restriction is required. 

Insofar as Group d is concerned, it'is believed that claims 17-19, 25-27, 35, and 36-42 
are so closely related to elected claims 5-8,-11-14, 33, and 36-42 that they should remain in the 
same application. The Applicants initially note that they have included claims 36-42 in both 
group a and d. The Applicants believe this is appropriate because claims 36-42 recite matter 
depicted in Figures 4-8 and 14-16, and are therefore generic to both groups a and d as defined 
by the Examiner. The elected claim 11 is drawn to a method comprising, “generating first and 
second carrier signals having a same frequency and different edge waveforms; generating a 
single-frequency wobble signal having header information which is edge-modulated using the 
generated first and second carrier signals; and recording the generated single-frequency 
wobble signal on the optical recording medium.” While claim 17 of group d is drawn to a 
method of reproducing header information from a wobble signal stored on an optical recording 
medium comprising, reading a single-frequency wobble signal having header information which 



